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IN MEMORY OF FEDERAL JUDGE 

FRANK M. JOHNSON, JR. 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 1999

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to pay tribute to the late Federal 
Judge Frank M. Johnson Jr. As a federal 
judge, Judge Johnson’s decisions literally 
shaped the future and the force of the civil 
rights movement in the 1960s. As an indi-
vidual, he was a man whose commitment to 
his ideals and the law did not wane, despite 
considerable personal risk and significant sac-
rifice. Mr. Speaker, it is vital that Congress 
honor Judge Johnson for both of these roles, 
and to recognize the loss that his recent death 
represents. 

Judge Johnson served on the U.S. District 
Court in Montgomery, Alabama, for twenty-five 
years, during the height of the civil rights 
movement in the 1950s and 1960s. In that 
time he made several decisions that formed 
the thrust of the civil rights movement. In 
1956, when deliberating the Montgomery bus 
boycott case, he outlawed segregation on 
public transportation, in parks, restaurants, li-
braries and schools. In the 1960s, Judge 
Johnson also signed the original order to inte-
grate the University of Alabama, as well as the 
order to allow Martin Luther King Jr. and vot-
ing rights activists to march from Selma to 
Montgomery. Moreover, Judge Johnson par-
ticipated in the decision that ultimately became 
the ‘‘one man, one vote’’ principal put forth by 
the Supreme Court. 

Clearly, Judge Johnson’s contribution to the 
civil rights movement was both significant and 
integral to its ultimate success. His impact was 
felt not only in Montgomery, but throughout 
the South and the nation as well. One must 
wonder to what extent the civil rights move-
ment would have succeeded without the sup-
port, honesty, and courage of Judge Johnson. 

While these decisions are hailed today as 
just and honest, Judge Johnson faced severe 
criticism, damaging slander, and even per-
sonal danger in the time that he made them. 
Then Governor George Wallace fueled his gu-
bernatorial race by denouncing Judge John-
son, while his mother’s home was bombed 
and a burning cross was placed on his own 
lawn. Yet Judge Johnson did not abandon his 
principles or his commitment to the law. He 
simply upheld the Constitution and did not 
question the consequences. 

Judge Johnson was truly a great man, 
whose unwavering principles are too rare 
today. As a legislator, former judge and law-
yer, I am personally inspired by Judge John-
son’s commitment to the law, and am grateful 
for his influence and the example he set for us 
all. Indeed, I am fully aware that I was able to 
become the first African American Federal 
Judge in Florida because of the principles 
Judge Johnson promoted and the opportuni-
ties he made possible for the African Ameri-
cans of my generation. 

Today, I remember him for these opportuni-
ties, the strides he made in civil rights, the 
definition he gave to the movement, and most 
of all, his commitment to what he perceived as 

right and just. Judge Johnson deserves this 
recognition, and I hope my colleagues will join 
me in paying tribute to this legacy that he has 
left after him. 

f

DISAPPROVING EXTENSION OF 
NONDISCRIMINATORY TREAT-
MENT TO PRODUCTS OF PEO-
PLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

SPEECH OF

HON. PATSY T. MINK
OF HAWAII

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 27, 1999
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today in strong opposition of providing normal-
trade-relations status to the People’s Republic 
of China, because China continues to deny 
the greater part of its citizenry the most basic 
human rights; because it engages in the 
worse kinds of religious, political, and ethnic 
persecution; because it bullies neighboring 
countries, and because it undermines inter-
national stability by exporting missiles and nu-
clear technology to some of the world’s lead-
ing rogue nations. 

Every year, we are told that normal-trade-re-
lations status promotes continued economic 
growth and human rights in the People’s Re-
public of China. While this trade has helped 
China expand its economy and improve the 
living standards of a relatively small number of 
its citizens, I believe it is an absolute stretch 
of the imagination to argue that China’s eco-
nomic growth has benefited the vast majority 
of its 1.5 billion citizens who continue to be 
denied—oftentimes forcibly—the freedom to 
think, speak, read, worship and vote as they 
wish. 

I simply cannot agree with those who argue 
that normal-trade-relations will one day result 
in improved human rights in China as the gov-
ernment of that vast nation continues to vio-
late human rights on a massive scale. 

For example, the people of Tibet have been 
subject to especially harsh treatment by the 
Chinese Government because their culture 
and religion are inseparable from the move-
ment that seeks full Tibetan freedom from 
China—a movement that has been brutally 
suppressed by the Chinese Government since 
the late 1940’s when armed Chinese forces 
drove the Dalai Lama into exile. 

Since then, the Chinese Government has 
stepped up its efforts to discredit the Dalai 
Lama as well as its campaign to eradicate the 
ancient culture and traditions of Tibet. In May 
1994, a new ban on the possession and dis-
play of photographs of the Dalai Lama, re-
sulted in a raid of monasteries in which Bud-
dhists priests were brutally beaten by Chinese 
military personnel. 

And it is not just the Buddhists that have 
been victims of this harassment. Since 1996, 
all religious institutions in China must register 
with the state. The failure to do so results in 
the closure of such institutions—or worse. For 
example, Human Rights Watch—Asia reports 
that unofficial Protestant and Catholic commu-
nities have been harassed, with congregants 
arrested, fined, sentenced, and beaten. 

Even as recently as July 20, 1999, the Chi-
nese Government has implemented large-

scale arrests of Falun Gong practitioners in 
different parts of China. Falun Gong is a wide-
ly practiced meditation exercise that upholds 
the principles of truth, compassion, and for-
bearance. Although it has no political motiva-
tion or agenda, the Chinese Government has 
officially banned it as an illegal operation. 

Sadly, China’s policies have not changed 
since the United States and China have nor-
malized trade relations. It has persisted on fol-
lowing policies that threaten to make it an in-
creasingly disruptive force among all other na-
tions. China’s continuing and growing practice 
of selling advanced weapons and nuclear 
technology to Iran, Iraq and other rogue na-
tions, not to mention their theft of U.S. nuclear 
technology, makes it a threat to world peace. 

It should be remembered that, like China 
today, South Africa had a growing economy, a 
growing middle class—albeit racially limited, a 
significant United States business presence, 
and a severely repressive government. And, 
just like the arguments supporting normal 
trade relations with China, it was argued that 
continued and increased United States trade 
with South Africa would bring about the eco-
nomic, social, and political reforms that would 
inevitably force the South African Government 
to dismantle apartheid. 

However, despite our continued trade rela-
tions, the Government of South Africa contin-
ued and, in fact, stepped up its campaign of 
repression and terror, including kidnapping, 
torture, jailing, and murder, to maintain apart-
heid. It took a worldwide trade embargo—not, 
increased trade—to convince a previously in-
tractable South Africa to transform itself into 
the open and democratic society that it is 
today. The embargo—not, our previous policy 
of ‘‘constructive engagement’’—convinced the 
South African leadership to, among other 
things, release Nelson Mandela from 27 years 
of imprisonment and recognize the African Na-
tional Congress. 

It took the Western World losing patience 
with the broken promises of the South African 
Government to bring about change. 

It is time that we lose our patience with the 
People’s Republic of China. 

f

HONORING MARIA MORALES FOR 
LIFETIME ACHIEVEMENT 

HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 1999

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, today, I am 
proud to stand and honor my good friend, 
Maria Morales who, at the age of 105, passed 
away July 27th. Maria was a resident of Casa 
Otonal, an Hispanic residential and service 
community in New Haven, Connecticut. 

Living for over a century, Maria witnessed 
many sweeping changes to our Nation’s his-
tory. Born in Juana Diaz, Puerto Rico, she 
came to Connecticut with her son in 1958. For 
over 20 years she was an active and com-
mitted member of the Casa Otonal Senior 
Center—sharing a myriad of stories with her 
many friends and family. I often spoke with 
Maria during my many visits to Casa Otonal. 
Bright and articulate, she was well-versed in 
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many areas including politics and had a 
unique gift for patchwork quilts and other 
hand-crafted specialties. Just this past May, 
Maria participated in the 13th Annual Cente-
narian Reception and was the oldest member 
of the honored group. ‘‘Maintaining a strong 
faith and an active lifestyle’’ was her secret to 
a long and successful life. With five children 
and dozens of grandchildren and great-grand-
children, Maria’s life was full and joyous. It 
was an honor to have known her. 

Maria Morales was an exceptional woman 
and I am pleased to stand today to pay tribute 
to my dear friend and join with her daughter, 
Domitila, granddaughter, Carmen, family, 
friends, and the Casa Otonal community as 
they celebrate her life. Her vitality and spirit 
continues to shine in the many wonderful 
memories of her that we all share. 

f

DISAPPROVING EXTENSION OF 
NONDISCRIMINATORY TREAT-
MENT TO PRODUCTS OF PEO-
PLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

SPEECH OF

HON. NICK SMITH
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 27, 1999

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the 
President has announced the extension of 
Normal Trading Relations with the People’s 
Republic of China. I support his decision be-
cause I believe that U.S. interests are best 
served by a stable and open China. However, 
most importantly, I believe that normal rela-
tions with China is the most effective way to 
convince them to end their human rights 
abuses and join the international community in 
support of democracy. 

We should demand that China abide by 
international trade and non-proliferation agree-
ments, cooperate in regional and global 
peace-keeping security initiatives, and main-
tain and respect the human rights of the Chi-
nese people. 

Our total trade and exports to China has 
dramatically expanded. The United States 
maintains a large agricultural trade surplus 
with China (including Hong Kong), our fourth 
largest agricultural market. U.S. agricultural 
exports to China reached almost $2.9 billion in 
1998. In addition, engagement has produced 
significant breakthroughs in opening China’s 
agricultural market. 

If the United States chose not to continue 
normal relations, we would be the loser. China 
will find other trade countries to replace the 
U.S. goods now sold to China. Should I be-
come convinced that ending our trade with 
China would be more effective in changing 
their human rights abuses and help achieve 
U.S. interests, I would vote to do so. 

THE 25TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
CYPRUS INVASION 

HON. ROBERT E. ANDREWS
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 1999

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, today we 
mark the 25th anniversary of a bitter day in 
world history, the Turkish invasion of Cyprus. 
Turkey’s occupation of Cyprus now stands as 
the most lengthy and glaring example of con-
tempt for the rule of law in the world today. 
The lack of enforcement of the scores of 
United Nations resolutions calling for the with-
drawal of Turkey’s illegal occupation forces re-
mains a mark of unfulfilled responsibility in the 
global community. 

Cyprus presents an exceptional opportunity 
for the United States to facilitate a successful 
solution because a settlement there is man-
ageable. Cyprus is small in size and popu-
lation, and it has clearly delineated borders as 
an island nation. Many United Nations and 
United States Congressional resolutions have 
been passed over the years expressing the 
international community’s and the United 
States’ commitment to the removal of Turkish 
forces and return of Cypriot sovereignty. Fail-
ure to secure a Cyprus solution undermines 
international law, flouts the UN mission, con-
travenes stated U.S. foreign policy, and is in 
conflict with the world community’s interest in 
deterring aggressor states. 

If the international community fails to create 
a just solution to this conflict, we will be implic-
itly accepting a defeatist premise: that ethnic 
conflicts are unsolvable and that their use as 
a pretext for international aggression is ac-
ceptable. I reject this doctrine. Events over the 
past decade in Northern Ireland, in the Middle 
East, and in the Balkans, have proven that the 
international community can and should nego-
tiate and work for peace, to put an end to eth-
nic violence and aggression. 

My strong belief in the urgency of this cause 
has resulted in my work to eliminate all U.S. 
aid to Turkey and my cosponsorship of many 
resolutions urging an end to this abhorrent 
conflict and injustice. I have also asked Presi-
dent Clinton to become personally involved in 
the peace negotiations, which are so critical to 
the resolution in Cyprus. The Clinton Adminis-
tration has an opportunity in Cyprus to extend 
its reputation for supporting the international 
rule of law and brokering peace in conflict-rid-
den areas. 

I will continue to urge this initiative by the 
Administration and to work hard with my col-
leagues here in Congress to pursue peace 
and justice—and I look forward to an end to 
the Turkish occupation and oppression of the 
sovereign nation of Cyprus. 

f

PROTECT THE CHILDREN 

HON. DAVE WELDON
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 1999

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
come to the floor to comment on the remarks 

of my colleague from the other side of the 
aisle, who criticized Members for support of H. 
Con. Res. 107. This resolution rejected the 
conclusions of a recent article published by 
the American Psychological Association that 
suggests sexual relationships between adults 
and children might be positive for children. We 
passed that resolution 355–0 with 13 Mem-
bers voting present. 

My colleague stated, ‘‘I wonder how many 
of us read the study before we were willing to 
vote to say that the methodology was flawed. 
I wonder how many of us were technically 
competent to make that decision.’’

I am a medical doctor and I read the meta-
analysis in question. This study is based on 
bad data, as well as, outdated and irrelevant 
information. The authors cast aside studies by 
highly respected child-abuse researchers and 
instead relied heavily on non-published, non-
peer reviewed studies. Sixty percent of the ar-
ticle relies on one study conducted in 1950 
which did not even focus on physical sexual 
abuse. 

Two of the authors have advanced pro-
pedophilia arguments in other forums. One au-
thor published an article titled, ‘‘Male 
Intergenerational Intimacy’’ which questioned 
the taboo against man-boy love. Another arti-
cle by the author was published in Paidika—
The Journal of Pedophilia which advocates the 
legalization of sex with ‘‘willing’’ children. 

There is nothing untrue or unsubstantiated 
about these facts. 

Yes, the APA does a lot of good work with 
regard to child abuse. To their credit, the APA 
now recognizes the problem with publishing 
this article and they are making changes in 
the peer review process to ensure that future 
articles consider the social policy implications 
of articles on controversial topics. 

It is an interesting argument that my col-
league makes about Members not having the 
technical expertise to vote on the legislative 
proposal. Using this reasoning, each Member 
of Congress would have to recuse themselves 
for 95 percent of all votes because they deal 
with matters outside their expertise. That is a 
ludicrous argument and I would suggest to my 
colleague that a Member does not need to be 
trained as a psychologist to understand that 
pedophilia is wrong. 

Pedophiles know that if society cannot dem-
onstrate harm to victims of childhood sexual 
abuse they will be well on their way to ‘‘nor-
malizing’’ pedophilia. 

Hear what one pedophile wrote about the 
APA study. ‘‘For several years now studies 
have been slowly chipping away at the harm 
myth. But this study is a major hammer-blow. 
It represents what is really known about sex 
with boys, and the conclusion couldn’t be 
clearer: When a boy and a man consent to 
make love with one another, the experience is 
positive, or at the very least, neutral. There is, 
simply, no harm. . . . The genie is absolutely 
out of the bottle now and nothing in the world 
will be able to stuff it back in.’’

Frankly, I am surprised that anyone would 
defend this study. My colleague even quoted 
scripture and implied that those who con-
demned the article on pedophilia were guilty of 
lying. 

I think it is appropriate to remember what 
the Bible said about people who harm chil-
dren. 
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